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EEMAMKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 65, 68, 72-74, 77, 79, SO, 82, 83, 86, 87, 91* 92, 94, 95, 98, 99; 10! :? 103-112 were 
previously pending. As noted above, claims 74 and 92 ha^e been amended, claim 95 has been 
canceled, and so claims have been added. Support for these amendments may be found 
throughout tb^. Specification. 1 Thus, claims 65, M, 72-74, 77, 79, 80, 82, S3, 86, 87, 91, 92, 94, 
98, 99, 101 and 103-112 are now pending. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this application based on the following 
remarks. 

AMmvm&ie Sub feci Mutter 

Applicants note with, appreciation that claims 65, 68, 80, 82 s 83. 86> 87, 91 and 193-107 
have been indicated as allowed. Further, claim 77 would be allowable, if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and their intervening claims. 

In response to ttie comment in the Official Action regarding claim 74, claim 74 has been 
amended to include the intervening subject matter of claim 67. Therefore, Applicants 
respectfully request amended claim 74 and claim 77, which Sependa fironi claim 74, be allowed 
as, the subject matter recited in claim 74 now corresponds to the allowable intervening subject 
matter from el aim 67, 

€:imim Me?getmm - 3$ USCg JW 

Claims 73,. 74, 92, 9% 100 md 101 arc rejected nnder 35 USC § 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Sato et al. (US Patent No. 7,254,409). Applicants traverse the rejection: for at least 
the following reasons. Initially, claim 74 lias been amended to include subject matter indicated 
as being allowable, and tlras the rejection is moot with respect to claims 74 and claim 73 ? which 
depends from claim 74, Further, claim 1 00 was previously canceled and thus the refection is 
moot with respect to claim 100, 

Still forther^ claim 92 has been amended to incinde • sabject; matter recited in claim 95, 
including '** wherein the first service ID is a globally unique service ID issued by a global issuer.*' 
The Official Action asserts the above recited subject matter is disclosed by Sato. Fig. 25 and 
column 28, lines 16-26. Applicants respectfully disagree. The cited passage, reads as follows: 



1 Sm e.g., Sp<?<iiffe^ 7 L 76 t 85, 89, 95 and 97, 
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First, the multicast management table used in this embodiment will now 
be described. In FIG, 24(a), the radio base station 110-1 oa. movement origin 
receives information concerning multicast data distributed by mdit? bme smtiom 
through adfmeni to the own station from the relevant radio base 

stations I i.G-2 through 110-7, arid, informs to a radio 2x>ne Zl at a period T? the 
multicast management table including this information and mfomiation 
concerning multicast data distributed by the own station. The radio terminals 120- 
1 through 120-3 receive Siis mfbtTnation transmitted from the radio base station 
! 10-1 on movement orig?nv (Emphasis added). 

Contrary to the assertions in the Official Action^ the above cited text neither discloses nor 
suggests "wherein the first service ID is a globally : unique service: ID issued by a global issuer" 
as recited in amended claim 92, The cited passage m Sato discloses : that information concerning 
multicast data is received from radio base stations adjacent to the own station rather than 
disclosing that a first service ID is . ? . ismed by u gf&bal issuer^ as recited in the claimed subject 
matter. Fxirther. claim 92, as amended, includes allowable subjeet matter corresponding to 
subject matter fit>m claims 71, 76, 85 and 89, and thus is allowable for at least the same reasons. 
Thm, claim 92 is neither disclosed nor suggested by the cited reference. 

Claim 1 01 depends from claim 92, mid Urns is allowable for at least the same reasons, as 
well as for tlie combination of subject matter recited therein. 

Therefore, based on the foregoing. Applicants respect&lly request that the Examiner 
withdraw the rejection of claims 73, 14, 92, 95, 100 and 101 under 35 USC f 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Sato, 

Clmm Mejeefiijm - 35 OSC§l§3 

Claims -94, 98, 99 and 101 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being obvious over 
Sato et al, (U.S. Patent No, 7,254,409} in view of Chang el ah (US Publication No. 
2002/10102967), Claims 94 ? 9K 99 and 10! depend from claim 92, which is allowable over 
Sato, as noted above. The addition of GMftg fails to owe the deficiencies of Sato. Thus, for at 
least the same reasons as claim 92, claims 94, 98, 99 and 101 are also allowable. 

Therefore, based on the foregoing. Applicants respectfully request thai the Examiner 
Withdraw .the rejection of claims 94, 98 , 99 and 101 under 35 USC § 103(a), 
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CONCLUSION 

In light of these remarks, Applicants submit that the application is in condition for 
aliowanm, for which early acticm is requested. 

Please charge any fees or overpayments that may fee due with this response to Deposit 
Account No, 17-0026. 

RespectMIy submitted^ 

Dated; jy^' ^^ 

" ^siren M. Simon, RegrKfo. '47.$$$ 

Direct: 858.845.2472 
e-mail.: dsiiMn@qHa!eomm.e^ 



QUALC.OMM feeorporated 

Attn; Patent Department 

5775 Morehouse Dri ve 

Sm Diego, California 92I21V17I4 
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